
1971/11/04 



NOVEMBER 4, 1971 
NO. 254-A 

Porter°at°the^ One Hu^dXf Remal * s * Ambassador William J. 

Meetings on Vie"! N a" NovJLrC wJ: ^ NeW ParlS 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

you have provided "the t0 „ P ° lnt ° Ut the ^"siderable stimulus 

to negotiate Hit by " by y ° Ur lack of authority 

of ha?d rejection > of^proposals U prbsented P by 1 usy OU This°week^ S in b that Ur T 

to C shoS; in P short! just ^^70^ ^titudfhe l^d aaiid ’ and w ^ n > 

program that concerns you so greatly today P 108 ab ° Ut the 

r eC ord? U ’ bUt what is your actual 

!T. ?£€ “€“£? S5.= SS, 

4 on oecause there can be no common ground." 

to deal, you^ak^i^clear^hat onl v^h 16 SG , Wi Ch whora you are willing 
goals are acceptable. ° nly those who sh «e your definitions and 

we made S proposa Is ^conce rnina^ theses rl^ mee ‘ in S on January 29 , 1969 , 

sides, the restoration of tS ° f pris ° ners held by both 

tory of Laos and Cambodif, mutual wUhd™™i if^ ^ Spect for ^ terri- 
international supervision aid i “ ” al o£ forces , nore effective 

Geneva Accords as a basis ’for pe,« j a J f e J a " a “ S of the 

represented ^fatlS ’ ?f 8 “ 8 ? ion ““>* a11 «* parties 

mii“d m in e p Ucr 0g ?irttas l d 0n V S tha '^iei/Ky/Hiini be aSLtia e “ifre- 

pa«ies ie?e “ S dlshc>nored ^ promise to negotiate with all 

\ 

and uiioniuJo^i me^ingTiiirt'he^i- 0 "^, 6 ^ 10 h ° ld PrlVate > dire « 
question of politiiii siftlimiit t, i° nal , Llberatlon Front on tl >^ 
and characterized ^ ^ 

And so 

ST-cdv ffaxrirruiiKr' intar mntkMi conduct: 
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And so it has gone. Your first ostensible "proposal" in these meet- 
ings came on May 8, 1969. It was a remarkable example of agitprop double 

think. It declared what we must do for peace and of course made no 
mention of what your side would do. 

. J _ In contrast, on May 14, 1969, President Nixon put forth an eight- 
point program, every point of which discussed what both sides ought to do 
It contained no unilateral demands upon you, in fact no demands at all 
only proposals for negotiation. Nevertheless, you immediately reiected 
the entire program, including its provisions for withdrawal, international 
supervision of elections, and release of prisoners of war. 

On June 8 ? 1969, Presidents Thieu and Nixon announced the first with-' 
drawal of American troops from Viet-Nam. You said this was a "fraud" and 
you spent the next few months trying to convince people that it was not 

withdrawn? What d ° Y ° U S3y n ° W ’ after 350 » 000 of our troops have been 

On July 11, 1969 ? President Thieu offered to you the negotiation of 
ree elections under international supervision and overseen by a ioint 
eiection commission in which the National Liberation Front would partici- 
pate. The thought of free political competition instead of your habitual 
resort to guns and bombs evidently panicked you, and your reply to that 
proposal reached levels of denunciation rarely heard in international meet- 
mgs. Was this because you realized that the situation in the South was 

,ot . r ^P e enough for the miniscule communist percent of the population to 
dominate the country? ^ p 1 uu 

At the thirty-second Plenary Session we asked you to identify all the 
prisoners you hold to allow impartial inspection of prisoner-of-war camps 
to permit the regular exchange of mail, and to consider the early release ’ 

thing s^ and wounded * You re £used, and still refuse, to do any of these 

when the sec °nd reduction of American troops was announced in September 
saynow? U Said ifc W3S 3 " trick " and was "insignificant." What do you 

the fortieth Plenary Session, in an effort to promote serious 
negotiations , we proposed that the forty-first Plenary Session be a re- 
stricted session. You maintained your agitprop approach to "negotiation" 
by rejecting this proposal also as a "perfidious maneuver." & 

1 RO non i 970 > President Nixon announced a new withdrawal of 

150,000 United States troops, and he clarified our position on a political 
settlement in Viet-Nam, stating that "a fair political solution should re- 
flect the existing relationship of political forces." You dismissed this 
suggestion summarily. 

On September 17, 1970, you "clarified" your proposals of May 8 1969 

but again they carried the same "made in Hanoi" trademark and you were ’ 
not permitted -- as now -- to explain them or submit them to real negotia- 
tion. They were, as now, ultimatums thrown on the table in a manner in- 

tended to conceal your lack of political influence and weakness in South 
Viet-Nam. 


Perhaps the 
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the a lacri tv w^h^T* demo ? stration ® f y°ur attitude toward peace was 
Before Y i Y ° U re J ec P ed our Proposals of October 7 1970 

as : “as twelve hours old, you denoted it 

it is "absnrrl" fo b d ‘ How d °es one describe a person who declares 
absurd to propose a cease-fire that would halt the killing? 

settlIment lm Tn^rh' diSP °r d ° f su §S estions f °r withdrawal, political 
prisoners ’ ^ ochlna - wlde P ead e conference, and the release of all 

you S °a lied our Svf ° nCe again 0n Y ° ur limited upside-down vocabulary, 
y caiiea our five-point peace proposal a "fraud." • 

receive 

uhTsSti; battie? es one d *“ rtb * ■ 

repatriation^ ^ U " dred and . eighth Plenary Session we proposed direct 

ners who have been held for a long period of mJ n ? ble “ bodied P ris °- 
connpraHnn 4 -u a. g P eriod ot time. We also requested vour 

return h^e 30 thab y° ur °™ sick and wounded soldiers whom we hold might 

V «» £? h T Y denounced these proposals as "perfidious maneuvers " 

sss*^?. co s:-i^“ 

c«re ™S t„ a“: International Red Cross could tall you if you 


up ^thirty- seven § but hL^° bh6 present * Your various "points" now add 
P co cnirty seven, but their importance to date is zero berancp av . a 

your^powe^to impos^em!* ****** “ ±S ^ WiU remain beY ° nd 

not havft^be w?ked°out al t Jt a u a al?eadJ°exJsts h !- V ta t ;o« progi“ 
practical re'affty! y °“ l6aVe the realm ° f fanCa ^ and *>’ 


. If y° u have done anything affirmative here 
of it. If I have misstated any of these facts 
record. ’ 


in Paris, I am not aware 
you should correct the 


in thill m f J eave ° ne fi u al thought with you. In view of your record here 
here . a - \f ill 

agitprop technique and instead seek authority to negotiate U and S d?^ y ° Ur 
proposals as well as ours. money co negotiate and discuss your 


* 
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